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~eki@ed’s&s:~k&kton the chemi~ ~nerabfitY assessments at 0~0 Field
@ic@@j&”&tes isat&hed’. The Status Report summarizes initiatives and planned
~~i~ti&-ti-@.@gSe: ~6:t&~$.k~e@ of Energy memo~dum dated ~ August 1997;
ubje?g’”@&:kijponie to the May 14, 1997 Explosion at the Hanford’s Plutonium
~ltition”~’acfity. NW provided in the status report is a brief update of emergency
Umagment planning and acti~ties at OUrsites..,.,
.$. . .

~:,~.i%ll..&@mting of all planned initiatives and activities from the Secretarial
lerno~~a rkgard~ng the Hanford Explosion a Id resulting Lessons Learned will be‘‘..“>.
:~vld@-;in’#e J3ece@3er.3 1., 1997 status repor:.
,,

&n~&:&&ct ,for .t~s and all Hanford Lessons Lined activities is he Office Qf.. . .

>t@l.&i& “ad’ “Support at the Ohio Field Oflice. The Project Manager for this
,dtiv~tv.‘is.“~~~ Tim Marcus, Emergency Nfan:LgernentSpecialist for the Office of

m, . . .

F.bmphance and Suppc!fi:,,

.“, ...-
....’.
- .. .“”,:

,.,
!,. :

,,. , Acting Manager

~ttachrknt
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. . . . .,-
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S~A~&@$@~6~”-T& ASSESS~NT OF CHEMICAL H RADIOLOGICAL
...”.‘fwLNEmBLI’H,Es AT OHIO FIELD OFFICE PROJECT sITES....

.-.” Prepared November 12, 1997,.. . . . ..,
:,: .

‘: J3xecti&eS@MxtaW. ,‘., .’ .. .... ..:,:...’. .

-.m~~~at;.i;~;~~~~~@-.~Xi the requirement of the (Ictober 21, 1997 memor~~ fiom tie
scKtx@ -Qf%&ig~ywhichstates a status repom @ be ?r~v~ed d~g November 1997 ~~t
@ches&isGli.&&&alkd radiological vulnerabilities of facilities and operations. This status repofl
‘4klkeflyu.p@cs. ,emergericy management activities pkumed or completed that will comply with

.,. w, “kit~to~”~i$+rettid memomda dated AuWt ~~’)~997..-:>..,L.,.;,..>,,:,.’...... :..$.:,,..,,..-..;-,.,.. .,, , .-.. ... ..-:.:...-.,.; -:.... .;: .: ‘:‘:,.. :,.:.;;.<..:.~.,.,.y..
* @i6 ~ilg ~~c~l~Gq.pr@ of five (5) Project Offices. ~ey =e tie F-d, Miamisb~g,
As&&bt@ d ,q@@ii @$@@@@ wag~~t 1’rejects ad the WeSt Vauey
13emonstrati6nPr6jeci~ , ““;”~.:;;-;: ‘“~ ““’

.,-’ .,. , .- ... .... ... . .. ... .. . .. ..-.” ‘.. ,
k-r~oq6k~lk Sccrckb,l Memoranda regarding the Hanford Explosion at the Plutonium

~R~l~~on-F~cdit y, the Ohio FieId Office projectkcd all action memoranda into a single project
with thep@,ose. Of addressing the issues ~d COnC- I sised bY $ecre@’ Pefi. fie ~ reP”fl
w~ be ,pkid~; io.the”Secretary by December 31, 19!37in accordance with the memoranda dated

.. “A@i ~7;lj?92.!; .,, ; ~ ‘
. ...’. .=..-,:.... . .. . ..... ......... .....,,. ...’.”..,:.-.-..., . ....~,’, ..... >.,..’,.:

“’.~e f~~.~~f,~~.tIkti~Ield Office Project Plan is to rea ;sess the site chemical and radiological
tiulriera&iiti&”kiiid a&irws Uotemtial safety concerns, llm Project Plan will also ad&ess lessons.— . .
l&rned’~ b~y rio~catio~ of emergencies and significarit events and from the Hanford
emergency rcspotie -operations.

.,,’ .. :..- ... .- .-:. ..-. ,

~O~o,.Sit=.”~~e~beeri~ ro~~ive,.@.ptig md cond~~ctfig assessments. The Ohio Field Office
and tlic contract~r.,.oiga~at~6g>: ~t each site have placed an extremeIy high level of emphasis in
compljin~ with the intent of the. fiernoranda. This update report reflects the varying activities at.>.
each site. . ..”-, .,, -” I. .

. .. ..
Summary tifEnieqenq Management Activities

. .

‘TheOho Field”Office,working closeiy with each Project Office has begun a review of Emergency
Minagqxieit is~ues I@,hlighted by the Hanford Lessons Lemed. Tlis effort, conducted by kth
con~actor. ~ ‘Fe~&al personnel is reviewing H=mds }uMyk, Occu.mence Reporting and
Process@g. Le:~@ ~e~ed Programs: and Emergency Plans and Procedures. Sites are also
reviewigg im~face. activity with external agencies.

. . . .. . ...

To date, the Migrnisburg and West Valley sites have idcltied potential weaknesses in off site
notification di16i~:off SM hours. Both sites wti be sutJmitth~ Conective actions IOthese issues
“inaccordance with the ieqkenxents of DOE Order 15I 1, “Comprehensive Emergency
lNlana~ernentSyst”eA”; “’”.’-’~’”~.’:’~;.., ... ..-,. ,,’. . .
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Twu sites;..C~krnti~$’”~d’k~tabuIa, do not conduct emsrgency operations in accordance with
‘DOE”6rder 151;I@ui~ ii+’kpiograms in place that adequately address classification and,’. J
*?rt@k ~~~$tlt$”~ emergencies.

,..-...:.. . ,..
The t)~ce of Emergency Management sponsored Enm!’~encyManagement Decision Making
Ttii~, i-@@ted four hour block of instmction. which was presented to both contractor and
~qE ?t?@$@:@.ie F-.,$@.misbug, Columbus and Ohio Support Offices. The West Valley
site is ‘p!afojtiefi~co-~~~terial and a taped veusion of training tiom the Fernald site.

fA~o~%fi”q;~~fi$~~~~~@ ~~e..,Ya*g which ~ WDIMUY,SUpports the conservative
q+mach ‘to ckts~iyg :@@r@~ti~Fmergencies and significant events. The training session
,was “tioau@&i:$~ @ti@~ef of the Ohio Emergent y Management Agency and by
r~icsm@tif*$bft~Clocfl emergency planning agencies,

,. .,.

Iwo 6~o ‘~i~~ce..:ile:, Femald and West Vailey, rt:ceived formal assessments of their
erpe~gcncy”min@@ieit~@.~iuns duting 1997. Neither Reject was ci~edfor significant findings
.“~t,’~~d-.~~c~~~.~~: ~~~ritti for ftiures displayed in the Hanford incident.

------ ‘. .-’ ,. ...,., .. . . . . .. . .“.-., . ... .. .< ,”..“.. . ..- ... . .. ,-,.. . ... . .‘..
“DOE oversight of~otid: a~ities has not progressed a; far as other sites. This is due to the
h@c~t-asjutn@tiri of responsibilities of the new contracbx, Babcock and Wilcox of Ohio. As
hof~d below however, B&W has an aggressive plan to a(klress all the issues raised in the
Sec~@t&ialmemoranda. The Department will contrnue tc assess site programs in accordance with
~E ~d~ M.1’.I.Wd,th~Obio Field Office Hanford Le};sonsLearned Project Plan.. . .

> .’ ... .,
. . . “,: :,,,.

Fermt&’Ch~+jUaI.&’d R~~{bhg~~;aI VulnerabilityAss~wnent
.,... ...,.: ,. :.-. .. .. .....“.. , ‘-:.--“.”.,..<- .’,,.,-,,,.,..!........,. . . .. ....-.

The yate~St&ag< ~@@ %-R~~ted Activities I?-ogram is derived tiom Appendix N of
the “Irnplehenh&ir. Pl&fo+” ~~e”Safep Analysis Repon J and Technicu! Safety Requirements at
the Fertwdd, ‘P4:”3.049”and is the cornerstone of the safe handling of hazardous materials at the
site. The site curr%~y stores and handles a variety of r~dioactive and other hazardous materials.
The activities tire performe~ throughout the site and sup~~ortthe cleanup and environmental
remdiatiori aeiiii~i:~.”.“”” ,---,.... ....: .. ..- .! $.,,”...

‘.The greatest h@dt6 WOil@ and the off-site popubtic n is from the consequences associated
with a l~ge .fwe.he plant speci.ilcBIOS address the consequences of fKe and natural
phenomenon-hazards as well as special hazards associate~ with each nuclear facility.

The site is in the continuous process of scrutinizing and cisposbg of unneeded chemicals.
Chemicals at the isitetie inventoried annually for compliznce with the chemical inventory
requirements kf’40-CI?R300 ser@sof regulations. Afkerthe inventory, chemicals are scrutinized
for need or”djspjsal~ .fie s~~.d~~abwm conducts a qut rterly chemical inventory and disposes of
urmeede@che~cds;: .@@z@~ShUtdoti Depmmt al ;Oidentfies unneeded chemicals in
bufid~gsdesi~~k~fo~’sbut~~~; Safe Shutdown clears and prepares the buildings for
demoli@m. This ixicludixdisposal of stored waste and holdup material. Waste Minimization is
responsl%lefor contact~g vendors to recycle or dispose of unneeded chemicals.

..-. ,,.,, ,,
...”” .’ ...-
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Phmed Actiop: -“~ttimtgh the site is active in scmtinizi~g unneeded chemicals, a more proactive
tiqummied..fi~~$$~;s~~dd be,established. A site wide inventory will be concluded in the month
of Dece&kr fOF @ iI&IU”d ‘K&i&~ I.nv.entoryRcPort”.required by 40 cm 300 series of..-,.., ... . ..... ,.:.---+t+-Eegillilionil.,, ““”:,...;. :;:,.:::;:.J.I:;.+:.

,-........: ..”:..,....+.....,+< - ‘ > .“”.. . . . ::..+,:
A ~a~o~@h~@k~y”a team of subject expefis is sc leduled for the month of November,
1997.”~bu~~~s&~cept safe shutdown controlled builtings will be inspected. For plant 2/3, 8,
9; Sand he .NQI P~&tj.S“@$l@tdown Facility Transfer. documentation will be reviewed. This

critireactivitj. k &pect@k6.@j Lompleted by December :~0, 1997.,., . . . . .’..:... :....,, ~ -,........ -‘. ., .... .......;’,+ ..’.,. , ....”.. ...-...,. . .... .... ......,!.”..

;~~?+:wa~~”~fi=~~~~imgagd in complsttig a compatibility study based on the
Iesso*le~@-~q~~ ”ktite”fietd box overpressurizat.,on event at the Ferndd site on May 22,
1%?, -~ll”@a&egenerating projects fid activities are re~iewed to ensure that process controls
@ @rocedures are in place to prevent or evaluate packa@g and/or mixing of dif%ent wastes.
Fa~es or projects under review include the Waste Pit l<emediation Action Project, On-Site
IXsp6sit~F;cil@Froject, Leachate Line and Haul Road Projects, Advanced Waste Water
Treirt~t.Ag@~~iii~ &i@~ical Activities lab, Mainterm.ce and Garage Activities and the Mixed
Wast~-Dis@siti@ ?iojeq.” -.-.,,, ,,--,,

‘.. ..-. ,, ......’.. ... . . .... ..’.
Shutdo~q fa@~~s@~~~-~~;eb*gs have gone thr mgh the safe shutdown process. The
facility tizitisfa, @@@ntafiori will be examined for hazm”dousmaterial left in any of these
facilities. .“@;<i@ will be completed by November 30, 1997.

,.
D6-E Fcrnald Sa’fety=’ksi{srnknt personneL supported W tec~c~ area sPec~~ts fiom tie
OliiOField @w” tiM~Qndu~~”a@depend~t vcficati~l of the data generated from the re~ews
qd ~kir@d acti~’ks to fi@& i@i@atesite plans, proce iures and activities.~ :,-:,......’,,-“.... :;.... . .. . . -:. ..-

Ftirnald“$taff&”~Skpport Staff Competencies
.. .

The site is conducting a review of staff Technicalcompctcncies for project engineers as well as
emergency .support staff. Specific projects to be reviewe ~include the Silo Project, Safe
Shut&mm.~:uj@, ~aste Pit Disposition proje~. org~c Extraction ~oject> Liq~d Bu~g ,
Project, Le~acy ~o~tirn- Project, Low Level Waste Projsct and the Nuclear Materials Disposition
Projec{. This revi~ h expe’qed.”to.becomplete by December 31, 1997.. . ... ...

Rgsuks of the @ining~~~nts Qerational Readin{;ssRCViCWW~ be SCreenedfor noted
ddkiencicsreh~ed;to ha communication. II is preseatly noted that the FEMP Site Security
Force is not sui%ciendytrained for project specific hazards, but is trained for site wide hazards
(e-g. criticality). ..’- . ...... . . .

DOE FemaId.Safety”and A$s@/debt personnel, suppotitd by technical area specialists from the
OhiOField Office .wil!.”condyt~~rnci+~dent v~catiol of the data gcn~ated from ~s review”

... .
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Miamishiq (?hemica[ and Radiological VulnerabilityAswssment
;.,

.... .. ..... .. .. .. ..,“.,...

SpecifiLproj,@s,&id “@iau~&swc planned or undenvay at the DOE Mound Site to locate and
eliminateM@@s”ia ‘$s e“fi6t@+@ and personnel health and safety, including inventorying and
dispositiouin~ @@itil.”ud.”tididb#cal .!yzards. BJkW of 0~0 has SiX(6) fitiatives underway

“th,atwill m~ Me .-!”~{qf~~ $igietii%l memoranda reyirding the Hanford Lessons Learned.
were ~pl.@l$e,wrke@g “willbe conducted in parallel between the six initiatives to preclude
duplicatiofiuf%l%ofi. Some synergy is expected benveen assessments.

..., ,;, ,...:.’...
The MQ~d’@Jity Assessment Plan was completed by November 3, 199;. The primary goal is
19 i~~~ ~d ~.c~ent tie h~ds associated with plytical conditions and h==ds tithin the
‘@ildimg$‘~d%~<tiiii$.ofthe Mound Site. A secondary [Jbjectiveis to identfi those conditions
,@d.h@wdi,tl@$@ie&nt ~.~seline change in cost andhr schedule and to make an initial
estimateo Efii iiiii~~de”oft~ change. The actual completion date for the produc~s discussed.. .
b~ this pla i~”~tr 19, 1997. Facility assessments are cumentIy undcnvay.

Thetieimktl%$i@toq Reject will utie Waste coo~~rnators ~d ofier proje~~fig”
Per:oxmel to: “l):Cornplpt,ea sitgwide inventory and vexif:cation of chemicals in containers
(excludes @@s’s’ sfite~, ti@@etc.); The deliverable from this initiative will be a list of
ck&ids (CW titi.ms}.by-thihhg; 2) Complete a scr~’efig Ofthe ~ventov fits tO identify
specific chedcalhawds;’3)~C~@l~t~” a charact*atiol~ of *OW and rqeat item (2) for tie
previously u&n&wncliemi&.k%d 4) disposition chemicals within 1S months of characterization.,,. . .. .,. ,. “:.. .
we Idle ~~~prnerit’~tiative Pkm has been developed tct: 1) complete a sitewide inventory and
ver@cation’o~~hemicals in idle equipment, tanks, and W]cess lines; 2) Document any information
that,~ lmo’~ “Ontkeprocesses that were conducted and the chemicals that were used or stored in
.,theidle equ-$, tanks and process lines; 3) Corrqiete”a screening of the known chemicals to
identfi SWh IM&@; 4) complete a characterization ~)f unkno- and repeat item (3) to
identify spec~c ‘hazards II.@5) Disposition chemicals, ecuipment, tanks and hardware. Scheduled
compl~tion “of‘the’idle’Equipment Plan is JanuaIY31, 19!I8.

.’-. ..
The Chedcql Vulnerability Assessment Plan is specifically designed to meet the issues raised in
the Secretary ,o~Energy memorandum dated August 4, 1997, Using data derived from the
Preciously mentiqned p~s;”tlie Chemical Vulnerability l!ssessment Plan will specif’’callyaddress:
1) Staff Techi$cal “Compti”encies;Z).”Assessmentof Cher~cab; 3) Assessment of Known
Vidnerabihties; 4] %stissrncnt o~lessons learned and a rl:view of DOE Occurrence Reporting, and
S) Upgmdiig o’fl+ner~ency .!%nagemerit.” Scheduled ccmp~etiondates for all activities is bY
December -31.1997” .fig,previously mentioned phms an i their associated deliverables willbe
used to complete the majority of the stated goals.

A Quality As@rance Assessment of the Basis for Interim Operation compliance will be
cwnpletcd~ Atp.esent. the date of this QA Assessment 1Lasnot been projected. bu~will be
reponed in the December 31. 1997 Ohio Field Office Prf)ject Plan Status Repofi.,,

..’. .. -.,.:
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An”ln”wzied ~azarcis tialysis wiN bedeveloped after the completion of the aforementioned
efifis, % gaijl ,oflhis analysis will be to characterize iny additional hazards uncovered as
buddti~di$~~fio~-cqnttiues. The Mound Integrated Exit Project will include Integrated
Hazards ~lytis~d~be%onstitent with DOE Order 151.1... . . ,.. . ,,. . ..... . ... . i. :--- ‘..-”..-. ----,., ...- ~.-,..-.,.:.;...::, ...
MiamLsd#@@a~&ij SKppoti Staff Comp&vzcies. . ,. ... . .... . .,’ .. ..’.-,. .,.,. .-.’..“....’.!

““””S~tY.Te@~$eompetencies will be addressed in the Clmmical Vulnerability Plan and is
“. scheduled for completion in the first quarter of FY 1998. The results of this assessment and the

DOE vafidatibn process on it will be reported in the Ohic!Field Office Project Plan status report
due by ‘D~Citir.~.1,” J997.. .. . . . . ... ,$-,..-“. >. ,-..-,...... ----..... ... . .,’.T.. >.,,, :..,.,,. ,M.,....
~~ <fftl~ ~~e~”k~${~$~~~~~d?o~cal Vulnerability~assessment.. ’..-,... ........ ..” ..’’..”, ,...’.,.;.......,1.,-.: .. : .+-2 .,.>,..:,.,.. . ... ....;. ,,~.-.,.,.,?......:...,
A teti .ofsW@~ti~’has~@~~~sesik~ the J4W’DPfacilities, operations, and processes for
chenical and .raditilogic~~nutilcar Wnerabilities. The tezm began the process by reviewrng
pm~cJuslycornp&ed hazards stuveys, including those re@red by DOE Order 151.I which are
presentedti ~*-:2j~, “wp HXZARDS SURVE}’”.;.. ,. . .,. . .. ....... . . ...-’” .’:...:..
The tea~~tis:~6~~i~~t~~ ‘&iynew, previously unknown vulnerabilities, but it should be noted

. .hy one WVbpmofitored Wkerability is that there is a lack of deftitive knowledge about the
“c~~ti cofi”ii~~~of th@l&.n Pltit processes which wem: deactivated and decontaminated by

“.Nucle~ .Fuel ~efiices” ‘@FS) prior to 1981. Since the ve wels and associated equipment that once
containekt the PU’REXprocesses arc in cells which are nc t a part of the active WVDP processes
hd” tie strictly controlled due to high radiation levels, W’VDPrelied on the NFS records m these
reassess~ts.. Based on the available Wormation, we judge that the quantities of hazardous
matt+aIs k’”th~se”cells “and”’theventilation systems and Skelding construction of these cells is such
that, shoidd ag uhfcires,c@:ups’doccw, the effects would:be expected to have only localized
irnpati:’ S“peci~attention to’”~~s.mmabiIit y will be givlm during fiture decontamination and
decitisjioningad~tities,” “; R ‘;, .‘”... .-.-,,. . . .... . .
West Valtq”StajFan~.Stippwt Staff Competencies

,.

The current evaluation .te@rn.consistsof specialists from all pertinent organizations at the WVDP,
including nucleiir~epgin~eripg, environmental compliance, chemical engimetig, indusmial hygiene
and health ph~ics.expkfis. Mso included were individuals with extensive historical knowledge of
WVDP-facilities and’fbrm~ operations, several of which lad over 20 years experience on site.

Prog”iunrnatic;il’y, the USQD program has been recently ~’e-engineeredso that the list of USQD
Originators has been reduced fkom200 to 50 and training frequency has been increased. These
“changes‘ire expected to have an impact on the level of coutrol and excellence in the program.
There are c~e@y:6 Safety halysts authorized to comp’ete the USQD process.

.- .

,, ..... . .. ~
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hi conjimc~ion”~lti”’~~~Ern<~en.cy Management Asse:;sment conducted during the period
October 14”.throu@.i7$~997, ahzard evaluation was c >mpleted assessing the hazardous
chemica( ii@~.~;:iisciclateci energy sources, and the physical relationship of thc~ stor%c
lacatio~i p@~a.~e status of decomrnissiotig, there me very few hazards that could result in
an @.sit~ deasi$l ‘.&iiipJ.Its of the evaluation establish d a po~sibl~ offsite rel=se SCeII~O
invokrng k@@:urti@iSotit@nated waste with subst quent ignition. C~ntaminated material
would be ri$leased~@“@ris@@ ,irnthe smoke plurhe. “i.ntemiewsand a review of applicable
e~gtmcy r+ii~ @@dck”.$@wihat the W rcspofisc to tie scen~o would be come~ative. . ..-. .>,
a+ I@ @eq ‘@@ress@I*~f~-*~ition.,.:,.,,-,.,.,,...:.,’. .- : ..-.,,.,. “.”..,. . .“.. ,- ,,. .:..,; k..... ::-”-
@i4ta$uIii Sta~arid SUppOti Staff Competencbk

Ah:assqssnient of staff technical competencies was performed in the areas of emergency planning,
site ~ pfo@ninatic events and o:~curmnccs, and safety and health training. The evaluation
:inch@@inte-$ wtha -representative sample of the v~orkforce.. .. .. . ... .’”..:. .... ... . .. ,, ...:,
FoUotiup~sses~nt”~f~~~:f ftecticd competencies in the areas of hazmd assessment and
c.hemic? @@y@s:tiill’ti.@kfiormed by DOE StaiT. A re’/iew of staff biographical summaries and
re%mi”.qf“fi ~~~~iccords will be conducted to assut e the technical competency of R&II
persomnclass{~~e task of hazard evaluation. Results of this review will be reported in the
“OhioF~eld~.~l%ajed. NaQ Status Report.

.,. .,.... . . . .
~~l~ntb~~ “Ch,e&~cU~’~~”’~ad~~logica~ Vulnerabi!@ A Wess?nent

.... .....“. ; ... ... . .

tie pur-p& Of thc”chckai”;&v&ritoti was to identijy the che~ca~ (defied ~oadlY) at he
shutdoti facilities&tikk’’westJeffkrsonNorth site, namel)”,b~dings ~- 1, ~-L JN-3 and the Weu
Hoi@. In additio~ a chemical safety expert would revie~vthe chemical lists, their containment and
location to determine their safety now and as a result of .ong term storage.

The pripmry approach was a visual inspection of rooms anc open ueas. However, sewn inaccessible

&t “@ and “~ee”’tiaccessible storage areas required a dif?erent approach. For these areas,
inte”fviews w~~ hid @b prtiiiusand current employess who worked in these celkheas. video
tapes of preview”enties int~ these cellsh.reaswere obsemed, previous inventories of these celldareas
were examiqecl, ahcl sotilimited searching of the cells, using manipulators, was performed. Only
one contimiimed “room the Charpy Room was entered t!) search for chemicals, because of Thelow
ridiatiori levels: ~,. .. . . . .. ,

.... ...’.... .
A chemicalwas dcfie&vix-y ~~adly, because even the most common solutions or substances. such
as eyvash or oil; contaiq.solu’ti~ns’of.basic chemicals aIui additives. The inventory consisted of a
name idimtificaiio~ iis~c~fien~-qutitity; physical nature I)f its centairier and its location.

-.’.
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At ~ corid~i6q”<&h~ .@ventorya walkdovm of all chemhls and chemical locations was performed
with a cherhi&L@xj expe~,. .His role was to determine ~:ontainersuitability, chemical stabtity and
hazard, ‘locatitiri~~e@~ysafety, ~d effects Of10n~’te~ storage”.. ,:.,............,.-”:.:., ,, ..’.-...’ ,,..“...-,:,..-,,::....:..;. -.. . .- ........ .,

!~@dioi6@~@@tib~,~@:~ti in JN-2, and its controlled storage areas were not inventoried
as pm:of ~ ~ffi~~-j{ti~ekey”are not in a shutdo~ m~de ~d they control thek 0~ che~cal~.,---- . . .,. .-. -

me results of the screening indicate no si~~cant w nerabihties from the minimal amount of
tihedcals stored in the Wes~Jefferson North site. The screening indicates that chemicals are stored

. iti”:~”satk co~gur~~ion. According to the chemical safety expert, none of the identified chemicals
m@l,@g.at t@~.@l#rson North site pose concerns, if used and stored properly and furthermore,
do not pos~ ti@@o~’~&ice~ due to long term stora~;e.. ... . ...... . ... . >..: . ”:.,.:,’:.......,.. .’:.,;..-.,,, .,:
~o~uDibui:siagaq.#Fu;j~g;;la& “Co;petencief

. -?:,.’“’--:”-’-.,“:;.::;-’:......, . . .. .. ... .... ..
tietikw?i~ ~~~.. ‘~:”””

.,, . .. .. . .
Mr. “L~ ~~~ (2S~ ti ~li_eSafe~yand industrial Hygiene Manager on the BCLDP project. He has
beetiori j.he“prajec~fo,r:5.fi”~~.

:.-..-.:>. ...,., ,:... .-...” ,>,,-.’
~, ‘~~u“M~y~s@@~’%hBatiefle for 28 years as a pficiple Research Scientist. He has been
wkin~’, fi~@~ B~LDP ‘for 4 years assigned to the West Jefferson Nonh site, His primary
retqionsibility has been documenting historical activities i I the JN-1 hot cells.
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